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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY OF TRUANCY INTERVENTIONS 4

explains Minnesota’s Compulsory Attendance Law (i.e., the expectation for full attendance), the
legal and social consequences of poor school attendance, and the TIP process.

Students who fail to improve their attendance complete an in-school contract with school
personnel and their parent(s). If the student continues to be truant, the school may refer the
student to Step 2, a School Attendance Review Team (SART) hearing. The SART hearing is a
meeting with the young person and their parent(s), school district staff, an assistant County
attorney, and sometimes a youth engagement worker from the child welfare system. At the
hearing everyone works together to develop a written attendance contract signed by all SART
hearing participants. The contract may include referrals to social service agencies, chemical
dependency evaluations, mental health evaluations, and individual or family counseling. A
student may also be assigned a school monitor to check on daily attendance of the child and
report the results to the SART team. If attendance does not improve after the SART hearing, the
school can request a truancy petition to be filed in Juvenile Court (Step 3). No petitions can be
filed without going through the TIP process first. The three steps of the program do not begin
anew each school year.

The Family Truancy Intervention Program (FTIP). FTIP follows a three-step model
similar to TIP. Students are eligible for FTIP after five unexcused absences or seven tardies. Step
1 consists of a one-on-one or small group meeting with the parent(s) of each child referred by the
school for educational neglect. Children who continue to miss school without lawful excuse are
referred to Step 2, a School Attendance Review Team (SART) hearing. A referral to Step 2
produces a simultaneous report of maltreatment to Ramsey County’s Child Protective Services
(CPS). A case worker completes an assessment with the family prior to the SART hearing. At the

SART hearing, the school representative, child protection worker, assistant County attorney, and
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	Analytic Strategy
	We analyzed program effects for the years 2006 to 2010. A concern for identifying causal effects in non-equivalent group designs is bias from differential selection into treatment and control conditions. Because schools exercised discretion regarding ...
	Matching. We first matched school districts by conducting nearest-neighbor matching with replacement. We used the following sociodemographic characteristics for matching: proportion minority students, standardized math and reading scores, the total nu...
	Difference-in-differences (DiD) estimation. DiD models eliminate selection bias from time-invariant unobserved characteristics under the assumptions that: 1) the magnitude of the selection bias from time-invariant characteristics is constant over time...
	Program implementation. The linked dataset contained 4,412 students in grades 7–10 who had been referred to TIP by the five school districts between 2006 and 2010. Of the referred students, 61% (n=2,679) had a parent attend the group parent meeting, 2...
	Approximately 22% of students with five or more unexcused absences were referred to the program in the three districts where we could calculate eligibility. Among students eligible for TIP, those actually referred were more likely to be eligible for f...
	Attendance trends in the matched samples. Figure 1 presents the trends in average daily attendance rates for students referred to TIP and the matched comparison groups. Students in all grades experienced a fairly sharp decline in attendance in the yea...
	Difference-in-differences models. The findings from the dynamic DiD model were consistent with the trends in Figure 1. In a few cases, the intervention group had statistically significantly lower attendance than the comparison group staring in Year 2 ...
	Subgroup and sensitivity analyses. We found no evidence of enhanced program effectiveness in subgroups based on age, grade, and race/ethnicity. We could not test for subgroups differences for the sample of students whose parent(s) attended the parent ...
	Grade 7      Grade 8
	Program implementation. The linked dataset contained 1,285 students in grades 2–5 who had been referred to FTIP by the five school districts between 2006 and 2010. Of the referred students, 57% (n=736) had a parent attend the group parent meeting, 34%...
	Among students referred to FTIP, the average daily attendance rate was 89%, the equivalent of missing 20 days of school in a full academic year. Most (88%) were eligible for free lunch, and on average, each student attended 1.5 schools in the year of ...
	Difference-in-differences models. The dynamic DiD estimates of the difference in attendance trends between the intervention and comparison samples was close to zero and statistically nonsignificant at conventional levels.
	To our knowledge, our study is one of only two rigorous studies testing this model, and the only one we know of in the U.S. The other study, conducted in Queensland, Australia, found that a diversion strategy incorporating principles of restorative ju...



